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I. 


SUPPLEMENT 4/Hittoire de lo- 
rigine & du progrez des Revenus Ec- 
clefiaftiques par JEROME ACOSTA. 


That is, A Supplement to the Hiftory of the 
Origin and Progrefs of Ecclefiaftical Re- 
venues, being the + XXXII. Chapter of 
M.SIMON’s BIBLIOTHEQUE 
CRITIQUE. 


SIMON is one of thofe Wrirers,who love 

M to appear inPrint under feveral ficticious Names. 

@ His French Tranflation of the Ceremonies and 
Cuftoms of the Jews, written by Leo de Modena, came out 
under the Name of M. de Simonville ; his Critical Hiftory 
of the Belief and Dottrines of the Eaftern Nations , 
was printed with the Name of the Sieur de Moni 
prefixed to it; and when he publifh’d his Hi- 
ftory of the Origin and Progrefs of Ecclefiaftical Reve- 
nues, 12 Two Volumes in 120. he was pleafed to call 
himfelf Jerome a Coftsa. We are cold, that this Supplement 
was fent to the Printer of that Hiftory ; but he did not 
receive it till afrer thofe Two Volumes had been made 
publick. When the Author obferved by what means 
vaft Riches were brought into the Churches and Mona- 
fteries , he took no Notice of Relicks and Indulgences, 
which have not a little contributed to enrich the Clergy. 
Thofe Two Things make the Subje& of this Supplement ; 
which, in my Opinion, is one of the boldeft and the 
molt curious Parts of his Bibliotheque Critique. Calvin 
writ a Treatife concerning Relicks ; but it is neither fo 
inftruétive, nor fo entertaining, as M. Simon’s Dif- 
courfe. . 

The Clergy, fays our Author, efpecially the Monks, 
impofed upon Credujous Peo le, particularly in the 
Xith and XIIth Centuries, by feveral pious Frauds, if I 
may call them fo. They writ many Romantick Lives of 
Saints: They fuppofed Abundance of Relicks, moft of 
which, faid they, came from the Eaftern Countries ; and 
to give them a greater Authority, they drew up Verbal 
Procefles, in fuch a Form and Tenor as they thought 
moft proper. The frequent Miracles, wrought by thole 
Relicks, were divulged every where. The ignorant and 
credulous People, who gave Credit to thoie Fictions, 
teforted from all Parts to the Churches of the Monks, 
and brought their Offerings. The fabulous Srories , 
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that are ftill to be found in the Archives and Sacrifties of 
their Convents, are manifeft Proofs of what I have faid. 
What is moft furprizing, is, That chefe Pious Tricks 
were play’d in the Richeit Monafteries. M. Simon gives 
fome Inftances of it, 

The Monks of the Abby of St. Denys had for a long 
time the Crown of Thorns, that was tet on the Head of 
Fefus Chrift. They alfo pretended to have one of the 
Nails of the Crofs; and one Arm of the Old Man Str. 
Simeon, Thofe Relicks, efpecially the Crown of Thorns, 
which was the moft famous, wrought now and then 
fome Miracles. But ever fince St. Lews (King Lews IX ) 
brought the true Crown of Thorns from the Levant , the 
Benediftins of St. Denys have been very filent about theirs. 
They were obliged to affift at a Solemn Proceffion, thar 
was made to bring that Holy Relick to Paris, where it 
remains to this Day; and che Crown of Thorns, belong. 
ing to the Monks of St. Denys, which had been fo much 
celebrated, was no longer calk'd of t. 

There was a Neceflity for the Monks to fay, that their 
pretended Relicks came from the Eaf, to render them 
more authentick. Thus we are told that the Shift of 
the Holy Virgin , that is to be feen at Chartres, was 
brought from Conftantinople by Charles the Bald ; and yer 
‘tis certain, that Prince never went to Conftantinople. 
Some Hair of the Holy Virgin is alfo to be found in the 
Diocefe of Chartres; and ’tis fallly fuppofed that it was 
brought from Jerufalem. 

The many fabulous Stories to be found in the Anti. 
quities of the Abbey of St. Denys, publith’d by Jame: 
Doublet, come from the Archives of that Abbey. The 
Monks, who forged them, impofed upon Gnneal Peonie. 
who gave Credit to thofe Impoftors. 

‘Tis true, the Monks, who have ftill many of thofe 
Spurious Relicks, by which they make fome Gain, tell 
us they found them in their Convents ; and that they 
have not forged them. But, fays M. Simon, to keep a 
Spurious Relick, ts to approve of it. Thole, who con- 
ceal ftolen Goods, are no lefs guilty than Thieves. 
And therefore many wife Men find fault with the Benee 
difins of St. Germain des Prez, for drawing to their Con- 
vent abundance of devour Women, under pretence of 
a certain Ribbon, which their Predeceffors call’d Sr. 
Margaret's Girdle. Nay, they are fo extravagant as to per- 
form an Office for that Girdle , as if it were a crue Res 
lick: Such Piattices, fays our Author, might be excv- 
fed in the Mendicane Friars, who moft times have not 
wherewithal to lve ; but ris anintolerable thing ro fee 
fuch mean and fordid Tricks among the Reformed of 
the Congregation of St. Maur. -M. Thiers, Curate of 
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abide that pretended Girdle of St. 
Ce . ‘Monks of St. Germain des Prer, fays he 
‘+ in his Treatife of Superftitions, gird bi -bellied es 
with a Girdle of St. Margaret ; the Hiftory ae 
‘* they cannot tell, without being laugh’d at by the 
‘ Learned World. And yet they affure thofe Women, 
“ that they will have a happy Deliverance by the mira- 
“ cylous Virtue of that Girdle. The poor deluded Wo- 
“ men make Prefents and Offerings .to the Chapel of 
“ the Saint, and have Maffes and Gofpels faid for them, 
‘“ for which they pay the Monks , who are as well en- 
‘« dowed as any in the Kingdom”. 

The Benediftins of Vendome pretend to have one of the 
‘Tears, which our Saviour fhed upon the Grave of Laza- 
rus; by which they get Three or four thoufand Livres a 
Year. The fame Author publith’d a Differtation againft 
that Relick, printed at Parus in 1699. TFhofe Monks im- 
mediately put out an Anfwer to juftify the Truth of the 
Holy Tear. ’Tis in vain for M. Thiers ,. fays our Author, 
co cry down falfe Relicks ; the Monks will alledge a- 
gainft him the Authority of their Archives, which they 
look upon as an Oracle. They don’t go upon Critical 
Rules, and Solid Arguments, to preferve the Wealth 
of their Monafteries ; for then they weuld quickly be 
obliged to reftore a great Part of it. They never fhou'd 
ufe any other Reafon, but Poffeflion. I wou'd fain 
know, continues M. Simon , what Benefit the Publick has 
reap'd from the Critical Books publifh’d by Dr. de Lau- 
ao, againft the Abufes introduced into the Church. He 
has ftruck many Saints out of our Calendar: But, after 
all, they are no lefs honowr’d than they were before. 
Tho’ M. Thiers exclaims never fo much againft the Holy 
Tear of Vendome, the ignorant People will always call ic 
the Holy Tear , and Jook upon the Curate of Vibraye as a 
Proteftant , who is an Enemy to the Worfhip of Saints, 
and their Relicks. 

M. Thiers made bold to quote a Paflage Out of a Book of 
Henry Stephens, entitl'd,  Traste: Preparatif a |’ Apologie 
pour Herodete. A Monk of St. Antony, fays M. Thiers, 
call’d Brother Oignon, relates , That being arrived at 7e- 
rufalem , the Patriarch fhow'd him many,Relicks, and 
thefe among others: ‘‘ A Piece of a Finger of the Holy 
** Ghoft, as found as ever it was; the Face of the Sc- 
‘* raphim, who appeard to St. Francis; a Nail of a 
‘ Cherubim ; one of the Ribs of the Verbum caro faum, 
(che Word made Flefs ) ; fome Cloaths of the Holy Ca- 
‘* tholick Faith ; fome Beams of the Star, which appear'd 
‘‘ to the Three Kings in the Zaft ; anda Vial full of 
Se. Michael's Sweat, when he fought the Devil”. The 
Monks were very much offended , when they read this 
Paflage in M. Thiers’s Book; efpecially becaufe it was 
taken from a Proreftant Writer. 

I beg leave of my Readers to make a fhort Digreffion. 
When M. Thiers publith’d his Book againft la Sainte larme 
deVendome (the Holy Tar of Vendome,) a BenediinMonk un- 
dertook to anfwerit in aLerter to theBifhop of B’ox, printed 
at Paris in 1700, Tis commonly.believed that Father Ma- 
billen isthe Author of chat Letter. Having a bad Caufe to 
maintain, he made a very forry Anfwer, and altogether 
unworthy of his great Reputation. He cenfured M. 
Thiers for quoting the above-mention’d Paflage out’ of 
Henry Stephens, and {aid it was a very unbecoming thing 
for a Catholick and a Man of his Character, to make ule 
of a Book written by a Profefs'd Enemy to the Church. 
M. Thiers replied, in a Piece printed in the fame Year, 
that it was never accounted an unlawful thing to quote. 
the Books of Hereticks ; but at the fame time he com-. 
mitted a very great Blunder. Knowing in general that 
Philo the Jew had writ a Trad, entitl’d in the Latin Tran- 
flation; Quod omnis probus liber 5 he took lider to fignify a 
Buck, and probus liber, « good Book. Whereupon he cold 
his Antagonift, that a Book can never be fo bad but there 
are fome good Things im it: And then he adds, Philo 
+ Jew writ a Treatife to fhew, that every Book is good, Quod 

omnis probus liber, and confequently that none are bad. 





t Philon le Juif a fait un Traité pour montrer, que 
tout livre eft bon , Quod omnis probas liber; & par conte- 
quent qu'il n’ y ena point de méchant. p. 115, M. Thiers’s 
Reply was printedin 17°00, at Paris, and not at Co'ogne, 
as tis faid in the Title Page 
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Tig plain he never read that Piece, neither in Greek nor 
in Latmm; otherwife he would have known , that thofe 
Words, Quod omnis probus liber, fignify, That every Good 
Man is Free ; which is the Subject of Philo's Dilcourfe 
But to return to M. Simon. 

He obferves that the Benediffin Monks of Glaftenbury + 
had very extraordinary Relicks, viz. Part of Rachel's Se. 
pulcher ; part of the Altar anointed by Mofes; a Piece of 
the Rod ot Mofes ; fome Manna of the Ifraclites ; Part of 
the Sepulchre of the Prophet Jfaiah ; Some Relicks of the 
Three Young Men, that were thrown into a fiery Fyr. 
nace, &c. They were alfo very well provided with Re. 
licks of the New Teftament. 

M, Simon proceeds to give an Account of an Impudent 
Forgery of the Monks of St. Emmeran near Ratisbon, They 
‘.* pretended to have found the whole Body of Dionysy, 
the Areopagite under the Foundation of their Monatftery 
The Report of this great and miraculous Difcovery wa, 
immediately fpreadevery where. The Bifhop of Ratif. 
bm, having aflembled al] the Neighbouring Bithops, ea;. 
neftly defired thofe Prelates to give him their Advice a. 
bout a Matter of fo great a Moment. He intimated tg 
them, that he defign’d to remove the Corps from the 
Place where it lay, and to place it among the Saints. The 
Affembly approving his Defign, a Day was appointed to 
perform that Ceremony in a moft folemn Mariner. The 
Bifhop writ to feveral Perfons, and invited them to that 
Solemnity: He writ alfo to the Emperor in a very pref. 
fing Manner. That Prince, tho’ little perfuaded of what 
was faid concerning the pretended Body of Diony/ius the 
Areopagite, came to Ratisbon, attended by many Lords 
on the appointed Day. ’ 

To make this Hiftory more compleat, I fhall obferve 
fome Particulars omitted by M. Simon. When the Monks 
of St. Denys, who pretended to have the true Body of 
that Saint, heard of this Forgery, they were fill'd with 
Indignation. It muft be conteft that the Monks of Sr, 
Emmeran gave them greatProvocation : They cou'd not be 
ignorant,that the Benediffins of St. Denys had been poflefy'd 
of the Body of that Saint for feveralAges. They own'd it; 
but they pretended it had been ftol’n from them under 
the Reign of the Emperor Arnoul, and privately coaveyed 
into theirMonaftery,where it lay til] it was dug up in the 
Year 1052. This Quarrel] between the French and Germay 
Monks made a great Noife. The latter forged a Bull of 
Leo 1X. wherein he adjudges the Body of St. Diony/ius to 
the Monks of Ratisbon hat Bull, dire&ed to the King 
of France,jimports that the Bones of St. Diony/ius the Ares. 
pagite were no longer in France, except a very {mall part 
of the Right Hana, and that they reited in St. Emmeran's 
Church at Ratubon , whither they had been formerly re. 
moved under the Reign of the Emperor Arnoul. ‘There 
is no Doubt but that this Bullis a {purious Piece; andf 
think Father Halloix has fufficiently proved it in his Ques 
{tions printed at the end of the Works, falfly afcribed to 
Dionyfius the arcopagite, of the Paris Edition, 1644. That 
* pretended Bull may be feen in Aventinus’s Annals of 
Bavaria , in thofe of Baronius ad ann. 1052. and in the 
IVth Queition of Father Halloix. Le 

I fhall occafionally mention another Quarrel between 
the Monks of Sc. Denys and the Chapter of Notre Dameat 
Paru, about the Relicks of the fame Sainr. The Chapter 
pes to have his Head, and the Monks his whole 

ody ; fo that it was no eafy thing to compote their Dif. 
ference. The Parliament of Pari put an end to that 
Quarrel by an Arref of the 19th of April, 1410. imports 
ing that the Canons of Notre Dame had only the Head of 
Dionyfius the Corinthian, and that the Pencd:&in Monks of 
Se. Denys had the whole Body of Diony/ius the Areopagite 
or the Athenian. See the Recueil des Arrefts notables de 
Courts Sowveraines de Brance, par Jean Papon, Lyons, 1568, 
Tilt. 1. Arreft 5. 

“Tis no wonder, fays our Author, if the Clergy and the 
Monks were fo tond of Relicks. The Profir atifing from 





t See Monafticon Anglic. 
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them was very confiderable in thofe Times, as we read in 
Glaber. That Hiftorian ¢ informs us that a Piece of the 
Rod of Mofes, that was found by Loter‘e Archbifhop of 
Sens,in St. Stephen's Church, inrich’d that City, whither 
People reforted from all Plaees, not only from France, 
but alfo from Italy, and from beyond Sea. Many fick 
People were cured by the Virtue of that Relick. _The 
fame Hiftarian adds, That the Inhabitants of the City of 
Sens having got a great deal of Money from fo many de- 
yout People, grew very infolent. Whereupon M. Simon 
obferves, that if we don’t fee fuch great Miracles in our 
Days, ‘tis becaufe People are not fo much inclined to give 
Credit to Relicks, efpecially to thofe , that are trump'd 
up by the Monks. Ra. have publith’d fo many falfe 
Stories, that they have loft part of their Credit ; and ’tis 
not fo eafy for them now, as it was in former Times, to 
find out new Relicks. 

There is no doubre but that a very confiderableProfit ac- 
crued to the Convents from Relicks,fince theMonk squar- 
rell’d upon fuch an Account. Thote of the Abbey of 
St. Colombe in the City of Sens, complain'’d to Pope June- 
gente UL. againft the Abbot and che Monks of St. Peter le 
vif in the fame City, who pretended to have in one of 
their Priories part of the Body of St. Lupus, Archbifhop 
of Sens, and publifh’d it every where. But the Religious 
bf St. Colombe having fhowa by Authentick Proofs that 
they had the whole Body of St. Lupus, the Pope gave 
Sentence in their Favour,and condemn'd the other Monks 
as being guilty of Forgery , in one of his Letrers, where- 
in he fays, Faifiras telerari non debet {ub velamine Pietatis. 

Thete Tricks were fo common, that Guibert, Abbot of 
Nogent, inthe Diocetfe of Laen, could not forbear writing 
againft chat Multiplication of the Bodies of Saints, which 
increafed daily, and againft the fabulous Stories of his 
time. The Works of that Abbot were publifh’d in 1651. 
by Dom Luke a’ Acheri, a Monk of the Abbey of St. Ger- 
ynain des Prex. Thote, who defire to be fully informed 
of the Praftices of the Monks’ relating to Relicks, need 
only read the Four Books of that Abbot, enticl’d, De pig- 
noribus SanGorwm, efpecially the Two firft. 

The common People, fays M. Simon , are {till fo Zea- 
Tous for the Legends, that ‘cis a dangerous théag tqafhirm 
that moft Lives, contain’d in them , are fabulous. All 
thofe Lives fhou’d be reform’d, and many Books full of 
Lies fhou'd be fupprefs'd, which give the v’roceftants Oc- 
cafion to infule us. °*Tis a fcandalous thing to fee the 
Approbation of the Do€tors prefixed to the Chriftian Pe- 
dagogue, the Sevex Trumpets, and other Books ot the like 
Nature. 

The Abbot Guibert laughs at the Inhabitants of Coxfane 
tinople, and the Monks of Sc. Fean d’ Angeli, who equally 
boatt of having the Head of Sc. osx the Baptift,as if chat 
Saint had two Heads, quafi biceps fuerit. He calls them 
{mpoftors. In his time the Head of St. John the Bapriit 
was not at Amiens ; at leaft, he fays nothing of it. To 
what purpole, fays he, do I mention the Head of St. fohn 
rhe Baptift? [hear every Day that many Bodies of Saints 
zre continually found out. Quid de Capite Foannis Bapti- 
“ago, aui de innumeris SanGorum Corporibus itidem in dies 
anio. He adds, Quid enim magis facrilegum, quam pre Di- 
vino excolere mon Divinum ? He treely declares, that there 
was nothing more common than to trump up any dead 
Body for the Body of a Saint : Dum off uulgaria pro San- 
Torum pignorsbus venundantur. 

The fame Author laughs at thofe, who pretend to have 
2 Tooth of Jefus Chrift, his Navel-String, his Prepuce, 
ind other fuch Relicks. He calls the Monks of Sr. Me- 
jard at Soifims Liars and Impoftors, for maintaining that 
they have a Tooth of our Saviour. Many other Things, 
Says M. Simon, might be obje&ed againft thofe Benedidins 
of Soifins. I don’t know, continues he, whether we may 
belicve the Reformed of the Congregation of St. Maur, 
who have fucceeded thofe Ancient Monks. They pre- 
tend to have in their Abbey at Soiffoms the Bodies of St. 
Sebaftian and Pope Gregory 1. ; and yet thofe Two Bodies 
are at Rome, 

The Obfervation of Dom Luke d’ Acheri, who publifh'd 
the Works ot the Abbot Guibert, deferves to be inferted 
here. Nee mirere , fi prolixis adeo fermontbusin Reliquiarum 
jaljarios adimventores, ac {pecie pieratis eafdem popule vene- 
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randas exbibente:, invebatar. 


Eteniom jac ipfs Semoe fare top 
& tam diver? irrepfere peRiferd errores , © sam mej arid Decis - 
miarum Iibide Ecclejia/?icos Relig:ofolaue Fires, gud ccleoriores 
Suas redderent Eccl jias, cepit, eacacavit, ut non miran fi aun 
for eas pluribus in locis bujafce srackacis exagitare via 


tur. 

“ But, fays M. Simon, can the Monks of the Abbey of 
“St. Germain des Prez, who make this wife Reflex on, 
‘* affirm that they are wholly free from char blind Pailioa 
“of growing rich by the help of Relicks ? lf they de- 
* fire to convince the Publick ‘of fuch a thing, they mutt 
“ wholly fupprefs the pretended Girdle of St. Margares. 
** The Benediéins of the Congregation of St, Maar, are 
fo far from rejecting falfe Relicks, that they write 
Books in their Vindication. The Fallity of the Holy 
Tear of Verdome, is manifeft to every body; and yee 
they have done their beft to maintain ir. M. 77ers 
plainly thow'd that it is a fpurious Relick; and they 
made a moft wretched Anfiwer. ’Tis no matter, fay 
they , whether we make a good or bad Anfwer: We 
have anfwerd his Book ; that’s enough to ferve our 
turn: We fhall keep the Holy Tear, which brings a good 
Income to our Abby of Vendome. 

M. Simon endeavours to fhew, that the Church of Rome 

never approved thofe fhameful Prasices, whatever the 

Proteftants miay fay tothe contrary. After fome Obter- 

vations relating to this Subjeft , he wonders that fo wite 

and fo holy a Pope as Gregory I. fhoud have inferred to 

many fabulous Stories in his Dialogues. One wo *d 

think, fays our Author, that St. Gregory liv'd in the Go!- 

den Age , fo much celebrated by the Mithologifts. I. 

thofe cimes Beafts had the U!= of Speech, and converied 

with Men. Gregory I. fays in his Dialogues, That a 

Prieft, whofe Name was Florent , fent a poifoned Loaf to 

Sct. Benedif?. A Raven, who was very familiar with hin, 
came out of the Neighbouring Foreft at the ufual time, 

to take fome Bread from the Hands of that Saint; bit 
inftead of taking ir, as he uled to do, he Autter'd abour, 
and fella croking; whereby he intimated that he was 
willing to obey, bur he cou'd not take the Bread that was 
offer’d him. Other Writers fay, That St. Benedit can 6 
to Mount Cafin, attended by Two Angels, and Three 
Ravens. If we may believe Peter Damian , there are in 
a Foreft near Mount Cafin, forme Ravens fprung from 
thofe Ancient Ravens thac waited upoa St. Benedi ; and 
they come every Day to the Gate of that Monaftery. 
M_ Simon pretends , that thoie Fabulous Stories, and ma- 
ny others, have been invented chiefly by the Bened:étins ; 
and that they were not fo common betore the Rife of that 
Order. He obferves that the Benedifin Monks of the 
Abby of Fecamp, pretend to have fome Blood of ‘eis 
Chrift ; but they never got fo much by it, as thole of Hen- 
dome by their Holy Tear. They have not been {0 indu- 
ftrious ; befides, their Relick is not fo extraordinary as 
the other. 

Our Author makes another Obfervation, It muft be 
conteis'd, fays he, chat People are not now fo charitable 
out of Devotion for Relicks, as they were before : Nor 
do we fee fo many Miracles wrought by the precious 
Remains of Saints. The Carthufians of Paris had a Re. 
lick of St. Bruno, which cured for a long time Con- 
fumptive Children, that were brought to them from ail 
Parts. But perceiving fome Years ago that this Relick 
began to be chargeable to them, becaufe many Children 
were left in their Church under that pretence, they made 
a Prefent of it to the Canons of St. Stephen des Grex. 
Thofe Canons got nothing by it ; becaufe the Official of 
Paris did not think the Verbal Procefs fufficient to expote 
that Relick to the publick View. 

M. Simon takes notice, that what he faysof Monks in 
this Difcourfe , ought likewife to be applied ro the Secu. 
Jar Clergy, who have not been wholly free from the fame 
Fault. Many of them have no lefs cried up falfe Relicks, 
than the BenediGins and other Monks. Py 

He concludes with an Account of what had lately 
pafs'd between the Bifhop of Amiens and the Regular 
Canons of the Congregation of St. Genevieve. The latter 
boldly maintain again their Bifhop, that they have che 
Body of St. Pirmin, Confeflor, in one of their Churches 
near Amiens. ‘The Prelate affirms, onthe contrary, that 
this Holy Relick has been for feveral Ages in his Cathe. 
dra) Church: Which he pretends to juftify by Ancien 
and Authentick Records. Befides, on the acth of Fuly 
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1697. he publifh'd an Ordinance ; wherein, among other 
Things, he forbids every body in his Diocefe to pay 
any Worfhip to the Graves newly found out in the 
Church of St. Achen! ; and enjoins the Monks of that 
Abbey, to prevent the Introdu€tion of any Abufes upon 
that Occafion, and carefully to inform him of thofe that 
{hall come to their Knowledge. This Bifhop pretends to 
have the true Body of St. Firmin; but M. Simon thinks 
one may very well doubr of it. 

Our Author proceeds to another great Branch of Ec- 
clefiaftical Revenues , viz. the frequent Ufe of Indulgen- 


cet. I fhall put off for fome time the Account of this | 


Second Part of his Supplement. 





II, 


MIR A Metamorphofis Ligni in Mine- 
ram ferri, per experimenta comprobata, 
ex Literis JOH. GEORGIT LI- 
EBKNECHT, Mathematum in 
Academia Giffenfi Profefloris, ad CHRI- 
STIANUM WOLFIUM , in Academia 
Halenfi Mathem. Prof. datis excerpta. 


ri mutato fcripfi, Te, Vir Clariflime , fuafore ex- 
amini ulteriori fubmifi. Nec piget laboris; probari enim 
poffe didici, que ante nonnifi fufpicabar. Rete autem 
mones, duo expefndenda effe , utrum feilicet fubftantia, 
de qua Joquor, revera lignum extiterit nec ne ; & num 
aliquas ferri particulas contineat. Quin primum awmfi2 
te doceat nullus dubito : Vides enim in portione gemi- 
na, quam mitto, corticem, diftin&e fecernis fibras, haud 
difficulter A fe invicem feparandas, utut maffa integra fir- 
miffima & duriffima exiftar , ita ut chalybi allifa ignis 
fcintillulas ipfa quidem illafa emittat ; medullam ab al- 
tera fine labore multo feparabis atque in pulverem com- 
minues. Quantum autem ex hifce partibus ligni effenti- 


O U @ nuper de trunco quodam ligni in mineram fer. 
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QUEDLINBURG. 


VM Eckbardus has publifh'd the following Book. 

© Deus Sacrilegii vindex ex Hiftoria facra © profans 
demonfiretus a M. Tobia Eckhardo, 10. Quedlei Refore. 
Quedlinburgi, 1710. 8vo. 

Phe Robbery, committed Ten Years ago in St. Micha- 
el’s Church at Lunenburg , gave the Author Occafion to 
write upon this Subjett. His Treatife confifts of Nine 
Chaprers. 1. In the firft, he explains the Origin of the 
Word Sacrilege, and its various Significations in Sacred 
and Profane Authors, Gc. 2. In the Second, he fhews 
the Heinoufnefs of that Crime and how it was punifh’d 
among the ‘Yews, Greeks, Romans, and other Nations ; and 
then he gives an Account of the Wars , that have been 
made for Sacrileges. 3. In the Third Chapter he ob- 
ferves, that the Divine Vengeance purfued feveral Sacri- 
legious Men , who had avoided the Puniihment due to 
their Crime. 4. In che next Chapter, the Author fhews 
that the Temple of Solomon was plunder d five times be- 
fore it wasburnt. 5. Inthe Fifth, M. Eckhardus alledges 
feveral Examples of Kings , and other Men, punifh’d by 
God himfelf for Sacrileges committed in time of War. 
6. In the Sixth, he obferves that che Kings of Judes took 
the Sacred Treafures lodged in the Temple, and applied 
them toa civil Ufe ; for which he fays they were not 
guilty of Sacrilege. 7. He proceeds to the fecond Tem- 
pie, and fhews that it was plunder'd Seven times 8 In 
che Bighth Chapter, he mentions other Temples or 
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alibus conjicio, truncus Fagi fuit, qui admirandam hance 

metamorphofin paflus. Neque vero ex vano affero, ipfum ' 
in mineram ferri abiifle, cum multis id argumentis com. 

probare valeam. Non ad colorem provoco, quo ferrum 

emulatur ; non fplendorem urgeo, quem poliendo in. 

duxi ; non ftridorem & refiftentiam allego, quam in mor. 

tario contufe expertus, certe majorem ea, Gu@ in minera 

ferri fatis divite deprehenditur ; nec gravitatem{pecifi. 

cam urgeo, qua mineram ferri fup¢xavie : “Ea enitn non. 

nifi probabilitatem pariunt. ‘Alia igitur majoris roboris 

profero. /Equales maffe noftre ac alterius cujufdam mi. 

nere ferrez in mortario probe contufz portiones aquz.im. 

mifi, ut a parciculis terreis utraque liberaretur : Ubi‘non 

fine jucunditate maffe noftre celerius, quam minere fer. 

ree particulas fundum petentes confpexi, qui tamen de- 

{cenfus, ablutione fepius repetita, equalis tere deprehen-. 

fus. Negare tamen nequeo, particulas tandem minere 

ferree celerius maffa noftra defcendifle , ubi fatis expur. 

gate fuerant, utut ablutione abfoluta hac iftis cantillo fpe- 

cifice gravior adhuc deprehenderetur. Cum illam ulterj- 
us torrendo expurgaflem , tuo confilio aquam cum oleo 

vitrioli affudi, quod optime note mihi tradiderat Colle. 

ga honoratiffimus, Dn. D. Bartholdus Chymiz apud nos 
Profeffor, & mox ebullitionem cum calore notabili halj. 

tumque inde affurgentem notavi : Id quod non fimplice 
vice diverfo tempore in aliorum prefentia repetii. No- 

tatu vero dignum judico , quod minera ferri in locum’ 
maffe noftre fubfticuta calorem multo minorem produxe. 
rit. Tanto magis igitur de ferrearum particularum pre. 
fentia fecurus cum Phyfico urbis noftre Dn. D. Anton‘o 
partes regulinas quefivi & feparatis {coriis inveni, utut 
non fatis perfeGas, quoniam nimia curiofitas nes adigebat, 
ut ignem jufto citius removeremus. Et he quidem par- 
tes, ut ipfe experiri potes, tuufque ex Anglia nunc re. 
dux Heni{chius teftis oculatus confirmabit, non modo cum 
oleo vitrioli vehementer effervefcunt, verum etiam a mag- 
nete trahuntur. Ad eas autem obtinendas fequentem ad- 
hibuimus methodum. Maffam in pulverem groffum re- 
da&am & poftmodum torrefa&tam fali tartari fixo com- 
mifcuimus, ignique contumaci aperto & ventofo medi- 
ante crucibulo impofuimus , quo poftmodum liquefaéta 
cono fuforio infu fuit. Inter transfundendum pyrami- 
dem calefa€&tam fevoque illitam malleo concuffimus ; quo 
faéto regulus Martis, in fundo inventus, mediante mal- 
leo 4 fcoriis feparatus. 
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Churches plunder’d by feveral Princes. 9. In the Jaft 
he enquires what one ought to think of thofe Examples 
of a Divine Punifhment, infli&ed upon Sacrilegious Per- 
fons, which are to be found in feveral Hiftories : He 
gives his Opinion about every one of them; and con- 


cludes, that Sacrilege is a Crime which God does not 
leave unpunifh’d. 


AMSTERDAYM, 


M Ruyfchius has put out a very curious Book , cons 


taining a Defcription of P : 
which he has colleéted. ption of Part of the Animals, 


Fridsrici R ut) Schit, Anatom. & Rotanices Profefforis, mec nom 
Avaaemia Cajaree Nature Curioforum College , Thefaurus A- 


nimalium primus, cum figuris eneis. Amflelodami, 1710. 
In fo. 


The following Book is aQually in the Prefs. 


Afchinis Sceratici Dialogi quatuor , Grace © Latine , cum 
moris Joannis Clerici, Prafixa eft Vita Afchinis e Diogene La 
ertio, accefferuntque Silve Philologica Joannis Clerici, in qui 
Gus multa Veterum Gracorum © Latinorum Scriptorum loca ex- 
Plicantur, aut emendantur. Liber primus. 
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_dn our Laff, Pag 145.Col. 3. Lin, 28. read go on with 
his Studies. 
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